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the tenant. In the result, however, the plaintiff failed,
as the furniture was held to come within the reputed
ownership provisions of the Act, which will now be
dealt with.
(3) Goods in Reputed Ownership.—"Goods in the
possession, order or disposition of such tenant, by the
consent and permission of the true owner, under such
circumstances that such tenant is the reputed owner
thereof."
These words are wider than those used in section 38 (c)
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1914 (A), as in the latter Act,
goods in the possession, order or disposition of the bank-
rupt, in his trade or business, alone are affected. They
are even more comprehensive than those used in section 15,
subsection 5, of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869 (now repealed),
where the phrase " being a trader " appears in place of
" in his trade or business"
Bankruptcy decisions will, however, be found of con-
siderable assistance in construing this subsection.
A piano let under a hire-purchase agreement to the wife
of a tenant, is not in the reputed ownership of the tenant
so as to bring it within the subsection, even though the
tenant and his wife are living together in the same
house (I).
In order to bring goods within the words of section 15
(5) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, it has been held that
they must be in the sole possession and the sole reputed
ownership of the bankrupt (m).
The question as to whose possession the goods are in
and in whose order and disposition are questions of fact(n).
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